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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claim 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weaver 
et al (5828661 ) hereafter Weaver, in view of Suganuma (5513388), and in further view 
of Sokat et al (5903238) hereafter Sokat. 

For claim 1 , Weaver disclose method of optimizing reconnection of a point to 
point protocol link layer in a mobile device comprising the steps of: monitoring 
whether the mobile device has entered a new zone (see column 31 lines 40-44, 
point to point links to mobile device); and if the mobile device does not enter a 
new zone during the stabilization period, determining whether the mobile device 
is in a new zone, reconnecting to the new zone if the mobile device is in the new 
zone, and otherwise performing no reconnection (see column 9 lines 10-34, 
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depending on the zone entering a hard handoff or soft handoff is selected during 
threshold period). 

Weaver disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except starting a 
stabilization period when the mobile device enters a new zone; checking whether 
the mobile device enters a different zone during the stabilization period; if the 
mobile device enters a different zone during the stabilization period, restarting 
the stabilization period and performing said checking step. 

Suganuma from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches starting a 
stabilization period when the mobile device enters a new zone (see Abstract, 
stabilization timer is started during handoff); and checking whether the mobile 
device enters a different zone during the stabilization period (see Figure 2 Box 
S1 , checks to see if mobile is in a handoff state). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the stabilization period into the 
handoff state by way of programming logic. The motivation to do so would be to 
increase the efficiency of handoffs between multiple access points. 

Suganuma disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except if the 
mobile device enters a different zone during the stabilization period, restarting 
the stabilization period and performing said checking step. 

Sokat from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches if the mobile 
device enters a different zone during the stabilization period, restarting the 
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stabilization period and performing said checking step (see column 7 lines 34-43, 
restarts the timer when in a handover state). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the restart signal into the 
stabilization period by way of programming logic. The motivation to do so would 
be to increase the efficiency of handoffs between multiple access points. 

4. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Hamdy (5982758). 

For claim 2, Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 

above disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except wherein the 

monitoring step looks for a change in a system identifier. 

Hamdy from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches wherein the 

monitoring step looks for a change in a system identifier (see column 2 lines 6- 

19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the identification into system by 
way of programming. The motivation to do so would be in order enhance the 
connection signaling. 
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For claim 3, Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 
above disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except wherein the 
monitoring step looks for a change in a network identifier. 

Hamdy from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches wherein the 
monitoring step looks for a change in a network identifier (see column 2 lines 6- 
19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the identification into system by 
way of programming. The motivation to do so would be in order enhance the 
connection signaling. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weaver in 
view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Tiedemann, Jr. et al (6216004) hereafter Tiedemann. 

For claim 4, Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 
above disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except wherein the 
monitoring step looks for a change in a packet zone identifier. 

Tiedemann from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches wherein 
the monitoring step looks for a change in a packet zone identifier (see column 20 
lines 47-60). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the identification into system by 
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way of programming. The motivation to do so would be to enhance the 
connection signaling. 

6. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Kallin et al (51 19502) hereafter Kallin. 

For claim 5, Weaver in view of Suganuma in view of Skat as applied to claim 1 

above disclose all the limitations of the claim invention except wherein the 

starting step includes setting a stabilization timer. 

Kallin from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches wherein the 

starting step includes setting a stabilization timer (see column 1 1 lines 36-50). 

Regarding claim 6, wherein the duration of said stabilization timer is less than 

one minute (see column 11 lines 36-50, varying time). 

Regarding claim 7, wherein the duration of said stabilization timer is more than 

one minute (see column 11 lines 36-50, varying time). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 

the time of the invention to modify/implement the timer into system by way of 

programming. The motivation to do so would be to enhance the connection 

signaling. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 8-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kornfeld et al (5722053), Henry Jr. (5991622), Matsunaga 
(200401 271 91 ), Ikeguchi et al (4394778), Halpern (461 3990), Bell (601 1 781 ) and 
Elizondo (6542476). 



Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully requested to 
indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure relied on for 
proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds of the 
claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LAWRENCE J. BURROWES whose telephone number 
is (571)270-1419. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 
5:30am - 3pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan D. Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/L J. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2619 
/Edan Orgad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



